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Executive Summary

The construction of a concrete batching plant will generate noise and pollution that will
adversely a↵ect The Wandle Valley Regional Park, situated on its boundary, the nearby
allotments, a school and residential housing. While the proposed use is allowed by the B2
industrial designation of the site itself, it is not consistent with the planning guidelines that
protect the Wandle Valley Regional Park.

1. Proximity to the Wandle Valley Regional Park, allotments and school.

The site adjoins the path along the Wandle river and it is within 60 meters of both the Wandle Meadow
National Park and Garfield Park. This large area of open land is used for recreation including walking,
cycling and quiet contemplation and it is an essential part of the Wandle Valley Regional Park which is
supported by the planning policies of Wandsworth, Merton, Sutton and Croydon and the Mayors London
Plan, In Policy 5F.11 of the Mayor of London’s London Strategic parks Project Report we find that

”The strategic priorities of the South London sub-region will be to: ensure that new development is
sustainable, safe and secure and well designed, improves the environment and takes account of the sub-
regions heritage. The open space and Blue Ribbon Networks are key features, in particular the Wandle
Valley and the Thames. ”

These area that adjoins the site is a nature reserve and is home to many species of animals and
birds, which includes the Ruddy darter Kingfisher, Little egret, Grey wagtail, Swift, House martin, House
sparrow, Black redstart, West European hedgehog, Stag beetle and Bats [2].

The site is also within 80 meters of one of the largest allotments in Merton and close to residential
Housing in Havelock Road (120m) and Caxton Road (160m) and 300 meters from Garfield School.

As discussed below it is inevitable that the Concrete batching plant will create noise and pollution
well beyond its boundary into areas that are specifically protected from such a↵ects. Planning guidelines
would forbid such a construction in the Wandle Valley Regional Park, but as the proposed construction is
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within a few meters of the Park’s boundary there is really no di↵erence between being on the boundary,
or in the the Park itself.

The construction is also out of keeping with many of the other developments on the Waterside Way
industrial park which include a food and other retail stores, a car show room a glass and endoscopic business
as well as sca↵old suppliers.

The proposal is inconsistent with the planning policies of the Merton, the London Plan and National
Planning Guidelines and we list in appendix A1 some of the specific policies concerned.

The proposed concrete batching plant adjoints the Wandle Valley Regional Park and it
is close to allotments, a school and residential housing; its operations will adversely a↵ect
the peace and tranquility rightfully enjoyed in these areas.

2, Pollution from noise and dust

A visit to a local, modern, well run plant which uses gravel, sand and cement to make concrete
illustrated some of the problems. While the enclosed machinery itself was relatively quiet, this was not
the case for the incessant loud sound of lorries movements, particularly reversing, delivering aggregates
and sand. We had no reason to suppose that the plant did not satisfy the standards in the Defra report
[1] which states, table 4.1, that the facility should produce ”no visible airborne emission to cross the site
boundary where harm or nuisance may be caused and that this should be monitored daily”. However,
this did not mean that dust was not generated by the plant beyond its boundary, which was far from any
nature reserve, allotments, schools or residents. .

Cappagh are an important, well run, local company that provides a substantial amount of employment
and we are also confident in the skills of the management of Express Concrete Ltd, particularly given their
previous achievements. As a result we expect that the new, more modern, proposed plant will be properly
run. Nonetheless we think that it will generate noise and dust beyond its boundary despite the mitigation
measures involving road sweeps and the use of water. The small size (0.2h) of the site means that the
equipment is within a few meters of of the Wandle Valley Regional Park and the fact that they will be
using crushed cement as an aggregate could increase the levels of dust that escape the boundary of the
site.

The report of the consultants on air quality, submitted with the application, was mainly concerned
with residential housing at a distance 120 meters and does not seem to have taken into account the existence
of the much closer Wandle Valley Regional Park, the allotments and also the school at 300 meters and so
it has not satisfactorily taken into account the Defra requirement of ”no visible airborne emission to cross
the site boundary where harm or nuisance may be caused ”.

The same is true for the consultants report on noise, submitted with the application, which considers
that the nearest noise sensitive locations are Caxton Road and Chaucer Way rather than the adjoining
Wandle Valley Regional Park.

It is only in recent years that it has become understood that air pollution is responsible for 10,000
premature deaths per year in London (about 30 a day) from oxides of nitrogen and small particles (PM10

and PM2.5) largely generated by diesel cars. There are now substantial e↵orts to introduce legislation to
bring this epidemic under control. It is to be expected that the health e↵ects from industrial plants have
also been underestimated.

The construction would be very visible from the Wandle trail which is only a few meters away and
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the trees that align the path will not obscure the view in any e↵ective way. We note that the trees which
presently do adjoin the site have been brutally shortened in an act of vandalism.

The proposed development is inconsistent with the noise and pollution sensitive nature
of the adjoining scenic Wandle Valley Regional Park, allotments, school and residential hous-
ing.

3. Transport

The site is expected to generate 86 movements with HGV’s each day. Waterside way is double parked
and a visit demonstrates Waterside way can be come heavily congested and, as stated in an already logged
objection, it can lead to delivery failures at times for those at the end of the road. The site is part of
the Waterside industrial Park and it has a B2 designation. It is currently used to park HGV’s, not all of
which leave every day. It is claimed that there are a very substantial number of movements from the site
at present and we remain unconvinced by the current levels of HGV movements stated in the report on
tra�c, submitted with the application.

The tra�c report, submitted with the application, does not consider the access of the HGV’s to the rest
of London. The Haydon Road-Plough Lane junction and all the surrounding roads su↵er from considerable
tra�c congestion on week days during normal business hours. Indeed, the tra�c can tail back for 100’s
of meters from this junction at these times. There will also be much increased tra�c congestion once the
construction of crossrail 2 begins. Thus some of the relevant tra�c assessments have not, as far as we are
aware, been carried out.

The site was until recently owned by a water bottle supplier which had very low levels of noise and
tra�c movements. Regardless of the current use of the site, its future use must be considered on its own
merits taking into account only activities have been granted explicit planning permission in the past. It
should not take account of activities that have evolved in a way which has not been the subject of previous
planning considerations and were they to be the subject of a planning permission request for such a new
development may not be passed.

In appendix A3 we list some of the relevant policies of Merton Council.
The substantial number of HGV’s required to operate the concrete batching plant will

lead to further congested on the local roads.

4. Rejection of previous proposal for a development with similar requirements

A previously proposal for a waste management facility on the site was rejected on grounds of increased
tra�c, environmental health, flood risk and nature conservation. Indeed the site was removed form the
South London Waste Plan on these grounds. These criterion apply just as well to the proposed concrete
batching plant.

A previous proposal for waste management on the site with similar demands on the
environment and infrastructure was rejected

3



Appendix A1

In this section we give some of the key Planning guidelines concerning The Wandle Valley Regional
Park. We highlight some of the most relevant policies.

Merton Core Planning Strategy 2011, Policy CS 5 Wandle Valley
which states that ”.....Our objectives to deliver this vision are to:

[e.] Support the creation of the Wandle Valley Regional Park, achieving a high quality, linked green
infrastructure network, protecting biodiversity and providing opportunities for formal and informal
recreation;

[f.] Protect and enhance the river Wandle, including its green chains, biodiversity and wildlife corridors
and recreational attributes;
Policy CS 13 Open space, nature conservation, leisure and culture Nature Conservation
which states ”To improve opportunities for our residents and visitors to experience nature we will:

1.] Protect and enhance biodiversity through supporting the objectives of the London Biodiversity Action
Plans;

[2.] Encourage new green links, green corridors and islands to seek to reduce areas of deficiency in nature
conservation and to create safe species movement and havens for nature;

[3.] Refuse development that has a significant adverse e↵ect on the population or conservation
status of protected or priority species and priority habitats;
[4.] Require any development proposals likely to a↵ect a Site of Special Scientific Interest, Metropolitan,

Borough or Local Sites of Importance for Nature Conservation and Local Nature Reserve, as shown
on the Proposals Map, to demonstrate that such development will not adversely a↵ect the nature
conservation values of the site; Furthermore we have that ”Conservation and Local Nature Reserve,
as shown on the Proposals Map, to demonstrate that such development will not adversely a↵ect the
nature conservation values of the site; ........

[6.] Improve public access to and enhance our waterways, including the River Wandle and its banks, for
leisure and recreational use while protecting its biodiversity value;

[7.] Expect new development within the area of the Wandle Valley Regional Park, where
appropriate, to incorporate physical, visual and landscape connections that will encourage
pedestrian and cycle accessibility and enhance the attractiveness of the park;
[8.] Require, where appropriate, development to integrate new or enhanced habitat or design and land-

scaping which encourages biodiversity and where possible avoid causing ecological damage. Developers
must propose full mitigation and compensation measures for any ecological damage that is caused.
Specifically, this policy goes on to state: The biodiversity value of the river Wandle, Beverly Brook and
Pyl Brook will be protected and we will work with developers to encourage new linkages in landscape
and visual terms into the river corridor when development opportunities arise. The council recognise
the waterways as a natural asset and will follow the advice of the Environment Agency’s Thames River
Basin Management Plan and the London Plan.
In line with Chapter 15 ’Wandle Valley Sub-Area - Policy 5 we find that ” in creating a

linked green infrastructure network, development within 400 m of the Wandle Valley Regional
Park boundary will be required to consider its relationship to the park in terms of visual,
physical and landscape links, to ensure that new development enhances the accessibility and
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attractiveness of the park. Our aspiration is to ensure the arrangement of buildings within
new developments complement the existing green corridors and prevent disjointed pedestrian
and cycle accessibility, removing physical barriers such as railings and built form that disrupt
continuity and access into and around the park. As identified in Chapter 22 ’Design - Policy
14’ we will enhance the legibility and reinforce the green character of the borough. ”

Merton’s sites and Policies Plan
states that ”Metropolitan Open Land

5.3. As set out in Mertons Core Planning Strategy, Policy CS13 Open Space, Nature Conservation, Leisure
and Culture, the council will continue to protect Metropolitan Open Land (MOL) from inappropriate
development in accordance with the London Plan and government guidance.

5.4. Guidance regarding the limited instances when development within MOL might be acceptable is set
out government guidance and the London Plan.

5.5. Development of land outside the boundaries of MOL, but in proximity to it, may damage
the open character of the MOL. MOL therefore needs to be protected from development
proposals which would be visually intrusive, particularly high buildings or other high
structures. ”
In paragraph 21.4 of Mertons Core Planning Strategy, Policy 13, it is stated that Devel-
opment adjacent to open spaces must not adversely a↵ect the amenity, quality or utility
of the open space. .....

5.15. It is important to protect the existing green chains and improve links between and across open spaces.
Such links provide important informal recreational opportunities for walking and cycling, create a safe
and pleasant environment, and allow appreciation of attractive landscapes and features of historical
significance.

5.16. A large number of open space areas in Merton are linked by rivers, brooks and small or linear open
spaces, or are separated from one another by short sections of built development. This provides
opportunities to exploit the informal recreation potential of the open spaces and waterways by making
them more accessible to the public, in line with the principles set out in the Mayors All London Green
Grid supplementary planning guidance (March 2012). ”

Policy ”DM 02 Nature conservation, trees, hedges and landscape features Link to Core
Planning Strategy Policy CS 13 Open Space, Nature Conservation, Leisure and Culture
Policy aim To protect and enhance biodiversity, particularly on sites of recognised nature conservation
interest. To protect trees, hedges and other landscape features of amenity value and to secure suitable
replacements in instances where their loss is justified. Policy
a) The council will protect all sites of recognized nature conservation interest and the green
corridors linking them, against inappropriate development in accordance with the measures
set out in Mertons Core Planning Strategy Policy CS 13 part g and wherever possible, secure
measures that enhance their nature conservation value. Development which may destroy or
impair the integrity of green corridors will not be permitted and proposals in and adjacent
to these corridors will be expected to enhance their nature conservation value.

5.25. The council recognizes the importance of maintaining and enhancing a network of green corridors
which are relatively continuous areas of green space leading through the built environment, and which
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link large green spaces or to each other. They can assist the movement of some plant and animal
species through the borough, allow some animals to undertake movements between di↵erent habitats
that they require for survival, maintain the presence of some animals and plants in places where they
would not otherwise be found, and help to ensure the maintenance of the current range and diversity
of flora and fauna, and the survival of important species. ”
The National Planning Policy Framework states that ”The prevention of harm to biodiversity

through prudent planning decisions is the key principle in the NPPF when considering planning and the
natural environment..... The Governments objectives for planning from an ecological perspective are,
among others, to recognise the wider benefits of ecosystem services, minimise the impacts on biodiversity
and provide net gains in biodiversity where possible, contributing to the Governments commitment to halt
the overall decline in biodiversity, which will include the establishment of coherent ecological networks that
are more resilient to current and future pressures. ”

Appendix A2

In this appendix we give some of the key planning guidelines relating to pollution and noise.
Merton’s Sites and Policies

document contains the statements ”
7.37 A site assessment in accordance with guidance set out in the forthcoming SPD dealing

with pollution will be required to establish the nature and extent of the contamination
prior to determining the application. Contamination sensitive development would typically
include developments that potentially put people in direct contact with contamination; such
as a residential use, open space or school uses. ” ”
7.38 Development should not be permitted unless e↵ective measures are taken to treat or control any

contamination in order to:.... A nearby use maybe sensitive to contamination”
Merton’s Merton’s Sites a Policies document contains the statement of Policy DM EP2

states that ” Development proposals will be expected to meet the following criteria:
i. Noise-generating developments should be appropriately located so as to minimise its

impacts on noise sensitive land uses ”
7.14 It is also necessary to separate sources of noise from noise-sensitive developments and
control noise at source where possible. Examples of noise-sensitive land uses are hospitals,
housing and schools.

The National Planning Policy
which relate to noise are given in section 2.1 which includes the statement ” identify and protect areas

of tranquillity which have remained relatively undisturbed by noise and are prized for their recreational
and amenity value for this reason”

Appendix A3

In this appendix we give some of the key planning guidelines relating to tra�c infrastructure.
Merton’s sites and Policies document policy DM T2 Transport impacts of development

states that ”
a) Planning permission will be granted for development proposals provided they do not adversely impact

on the road or public transport networks, safety or congestion particularly on strategically important
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routes.
b) Development proposals will need to demonstrate their impact on the transport network through the

provision a Transport Assessment and associated Travel Plan in accordance with Transport for London
referral thresholds.

Iain C Simpson, Chairman of Wimbledon Park Residents Association,

56 Home Park Road Wimbledon SW19 7HN

Tel: 020 8947 1301 Mob: 07836 361 782 E-mail: iainsimpson@imi-consulting.com

Peter West

33 Cromwell Road, London SW19 8LE
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